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LONDON, SEPTEMBER 19, 1891. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justicz Jeune will commence his sittings as Vacation 
Judge on Tuesday next in the Queen’s Bench Judges’ Chambers. 





WE may, perhaps, be permitted to say that there can be no 
doubt as to the ability with which Mr. Justice Cotius has dis- 
charged the somewhat difficult functions of Vacation Judge. 
There is no time to wade through voluminous affidavits or to 
discuss difficult points of law. It is essential to arrive quickly 
at the issues really involved, and to gather shortly and defi- 
nitely from the affidavits the facts which they prove, while at 
the same time not leaving the parties under the impression that 
their cases have been unduly hurried. During the last month 
these conditions have been conspicuously fulfilled, and the 
vacation business, never a bay satisfactory matter, has been 
carried on as successfully as, under the circumstances, is possible. 





How ts tr that, while the appointment of the metropolitan 
police magistrates is vested in the Home , who is not 
always, or perhaps usually, in touch with the legal profession, 
an incompetent man is so seldom chosen, and the office is hardly 
ever ‘‘nepotized” ? We imagine the only fault that can be 
found with the appointment of Mr. Jonny Rosz as successor to 
Mr. Parrrincs is that he is too good a lawyer for the post. 
He would probably have made an admirable county court judge 


in an important district. Still, his ind , care, equanimity of 
temperament, and knowledge of criminal law are likely to find 
full scope in his new position. 





Ir 1s long since so many vacancies occurred on. the county 
court bench so nearly together. The first was occasioned by 
the retirement of Judge Inenam, who had presided over Circuit 
No. 3 (Cumberland, Westmoreland, &c.), ever since 1847, and 
whose common sense and practical knowledge of the ways of 
the canny North countrymen enabled him to administer justice 
in general satisfactorily to the suitors. This was followed by 
the death of Mr. Roserr Metviizz, the judge of Circuit No. 
27 (Herefordshire and Shropshire), who was appointed so 
recently as 1889; and within the last few days the death has 
been announced of Judge Powett, Q.C. (Circuit No. 47—Kent 
and Surrey), after holding his office rather over seven years. 
There is Acochoes now an opportunity for ening the 
county court bench by the appointment of three men in the 
prime of life, good lawyers, and endowed with knowledge of 
men. There is an ity for providing an asylum 
for one or more aged Queen’s —— or sn } eee for one 
or more relatives or connections y marriage of the appointor 
or persons whose nominations are supported by bane political 
influence. We shall probably soon see which of these considera- 
tions has prevailed. 





WE HAVE often desired to inquire why, in these days 6f con- 
cise drafting, many conveyancers will persist in using a word of 
47 
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French-Latin origin of seven letters and two syllables when 
there is a word of five letters and one syllable of good old 
Anglo-Saxon or Scandinavian origin which has an exactly 

uivalent meaning, and which, moreover, is always used in 
collequial English. We do not say we are ‘‘sorry to hear of 
the ‘decease’ of Joun Jones,” or of the “ decease duties,’’ or of 

rovisions for the event of ‘decease.’ Nor do modern 
Risto rians expatiate on the “glorious decease” of a great 
warrior, or on the ‘lingering decease” of an unhappy captive. 
But one constantly finds in settlements and wills the word 
‘* decease ” used instead of “death”; and in one very popular 
collection of precedents it is, we believe, constantly employed. 
Mr. Davipson generally used in his forms the good old word 
‘*death,” and in the very valuable Concise Precedents the same 
course is adopted. Messrs. Kzy and Etrntnstone also usually 
employ the word ‘‘ death,” but the word ‘‘ decease” (in their 
shorthand “dece ’”’) occurs not infrequently in their precedents. 
It would seem to be desirable to employ either the short word 
‘‘ death,” which will be understood by the most ignorant testator 
or settlor, or if that is too vulgar and direct, a fine fat old 
ejuivalent expression which will be equally well understood, 
such as “ departure from this life.” ‘‘ Decease”’ is a Laodicean 
kind of expression, neither short enough for the concise nor 
long enough for the prolix. 





Tue statutes of the year contain a crucial example of the 
sort of mischief sometimes produced by hasty amendment of a 
Bill during its passage through Parliament. One of the last 
measures revised in committee of the House of Lords was that 
now entitled the Penal Servitude Act, 1891. Apart from minor 
provisions affecting police supervision and tickets of leave, the 
main object of this statute is to reduce the minimum period of 
penal servitude to three years, not only in substitution for the 
present general minimum of five years, but also in those excep- 
tional cases where the court has hitherto had no option but to 
award a sentence of ten years. This very salutary reform is 
effected by section 1, which contains three sub-sections. Now, 
in two of these sub-sections are to be found words limiting them 
to the date after which “this section comes into operation.”’ 
But there is ae in the Act to prevent this section coming 
into operation together with the rest of the Act, namely on the 
5th of August, 1891, the day when it received the Royal assent. 
Why, then, were these superfluous words introduced? The 
answer is to be discovered in the draft of the Bill as it left the 
House of Commons. Section 1 then contained a fourth sub- 
section, expressly providing that the whole section should not 
come into operation until the Ist of October, 1891—the object, 
of course, being that such an important change in the duration 
of sentences of penal servitude should not be introduced without 
full notice to the judges. But this fourth sub-section was, for 
some reason or another, struck out of the Bill during its passage 
through the House of Lords; while the words in the other two sub- 
sections, which derived their sole meaning from its presence, were 
suffered to remain. We might not have called attention to this 
legislative curiosity if its only consequence had been to furnish 
a puzzle for future commentators on the statute. The results, 
however, that flow from it possess a much more serious import- 
ance. Since the section came into operation on the 5th of 
August, while the circuits were actually in the middle of their 
work, and since it is impossible that the judges could imme- 
diately have had official knowledge of the Act in its amended 
form, it follows that numerous sentences of five, or even ten, 
years’ penal servitude must have been awarded to convicts who 
would undoubtedly have got off much more lightly if the judges 
had been aware of the larger discretion with which they had 
been intrusted by Parliament. In some of these cases we 
venture to think that it may even now be justifiable to appeal 
to the clemency of the Home Secretary, who would naturally 
consult the judge with a view of learning what his sentence 
would have if he had known that section 1 of the Penal 
Servitude Act, 1891, was already in operation. 





THE PROCEEDINGS of the Institute of International Law which 
has recently held its session at Hamburg have been sum- 





marized in a letter to the Zimes, and, though they do not seem 
to have resulted in any very important resolutions, they were 
nevertheless sufficiently interesting. The question of deep sea 
fisheries attracted a good deal of attention, and Professor 
Avsert, of Christiana, explained the difficulties felt by Norway 
in falling in with the rules as to the extent of territorial waters 
generally accepted by European states. A line drawn at a 
uniform distance from the shore is impracticable, or, at any rate, 
inconvenient, owing to her long and broken coast line and her 
numberless islands and fjords. Accordingly, in certain places 
where the irregularities of the coast line are greatest, islands 
have been chosen-between which to draw the imaginary 
boundary, and the Norwegian Government have thus also made 
it much more easy for fishermen to know what the actual limits 
are. The increasing value of deep sea fisheries, or, rather, 
perhaps, the importance of preserving them, points to the ex- 
tension, at no very distant date, of the existing belt of territorial 
waters. As to the right of search, the Institute urged that the 
General Act of Brussels should be ratified as soon as possible 
by all the Powers the plenipotentiaries of which signed it. At 
present this ratification has been withheld by France in conse- 
quence of the objections of that Power to article 49, which 
provides that vessels of less than 500 tons, suspected on good 
grounds of having been engaged in the slave trade, and of 
having usurped a flag, should be taken to the nearest port 
where there is a competent authority of the Power whose flag 
has been used. The subject of extradition was discussed, but 
no change was made in the rules adopted at the Oxford session. 
Lord Reay, however, who was one of the only two English 
members present, the other being Dr. Toomas Barcray, read an 
interesting paper explanatory of the English law, illustrating 
it by reference to the recent Castion: case, and urging the Institute 
to uphold strictly the principle of non-extradition for political 
crimes, whether simple or of a mixed character. What con- 
stitutes a political crime is, as the above instance shewed, a very 
difficult question, and one which must be decided on the merits 
of each individual case. 





ON THE QuEsTION of companies, and their status in countries 
other than their countries of origin, a series of resolutions was 
passed, affirming their right to carry on business in such other 
countries—observing, of course, the laws and regulations of 
public order, but being governed, as to their powers and obliga- 
tions, and as to the responsibility of their representatives, by the 
laws of the country of origin. The expulsion of foreigners 
seems to have produced a warm discussion, a considerable sec- 
tion of members considering that it was essentially a matter of 
State policy, and therefore not suitable for discussion by the 
Institute. Ultimately the subject was reserved for calmer treat- 
ment by an intersessional committee. The distinction between 
the immunities accorded to ambassadors and consuls led to 
inquiry as to the grounds on which the extensive privileges of 
the former are founded, and a tendeucy was shewn to assimilate 
the two classes for this purpose, curtailing the privileges of 
ambassadors and extending those of consuls; but no resolution 
on the subject was arrived at. The question of international 
arbitration is one of growing importance, and some inte- 
resting details were given by Professor Asser, of Am- 
sterdam, with reference to a recent arbitration by the 
Emperor of Russia between France and Holland. The 
question at issue was the limit between French and Dutch 
Guiana. The River Maroni is the acknowledged limit, but 
it is doubtful whether the Lava or the Tapanahoni forms its true 
upper course. The question has become of importance owing 
to the discovery of gold fields in the intermediate territory. At 
first the Emperor was only authorized to pronounge definitely in 
favour of one stream or the other, but he declined to act unless, 
in case of doubt, he had power to fix an intermediate boundary. 
The necessary power was thereupon by a fresh agreement con- 
ferred upon him, but he ultimately found himself able to decide 
in favour of the Lava, in accordance with the contention of 
Holland. This was without prejudice to the rights bond fide 
acquired by French citizens within the limits of the territory in 


dispute. In the course of his address Professor Asser urged 
that in future treaties of submission to arbitration rules of 
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procedure should be inserted for insuring the proper conduct of 
the business. The institute appears to have been hospitably 
entertained at Hamburg, and a sumptuous banquet was given by 


the Senate in its honour. 





A CORRESPONDENT OF the Zimes has discovered that by a little 

management lessors can make the salutary provisions of section 
14 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, relating to relief from for- 
feiture, the means of no. little hardship to the lessee. He refers 
to property which is sublet to quarterly, monthly, or weekl 
tenants, the lessee in question being their immediate landlord. 
To judge from his account such property is in a state of continual 
and rapid deterioration, and the efforts of the lessee to repair in 
accordance with his covenants have only a very transient effect. 
Hence, where the lessor has had served upon him the statutory notice 
specifying a breach of covenant and requiring him to remedy it, 
he gains Tittle by compliance. In the case in question the repairs 
seem to have been put in kand forthwith, and to have been com- 
pleted under the superintendence of a competent surveyor in the 
month of November. At this time, of course, the lessor’s sur- 
veyor should have inspected the property, and it is to be assumed 
that he would have found it in good order. Here, however, 
comes in the alleged malpractice. Instead of having the inspec- 
tion made at once, the lessor put it off till the followin 
February, when, owing to the united efforts of the winter os | 
the occupiers, repairs were again needed. Then followed a writ 
of ejectment, and the lessee, distrusting his ability to prove that 
the original statutory notice had been complied with, admitted 
the lessor’s right to bring his action, and applied for relief. This 
seems to have been granted, though upon terms as to costs— 
including the expenses of various surveyors, official and other- 
wise—which were sufficiently onerous. But it may be suggested 
that he has only himself to thank for the result. The circum- 
stances seem to shew that he could have produced sufficient 
evidence that the repairs included in the statutory notice had 
been effected, and that the action, which was really in respect of 
a subsequent breach, had been brought prematurely. At the 
same time the obvious conclusion is that easchold property of 
this nature is a very undesirable investment. When the occu- 
piers think nothing of reducing woodwork, wall-paper, and pipes 
to a condition of ruin, and take no trouble to preserve the paint, 
the position of an immediate landlord who is under covenants 
to repair can hardly be a desirable one. However ready the 
court may be to give relief, it cannot save him from being 
harassed by his superior landlord if the latter chooses to adopt 
such a course. 





Tue tate Mr. Bernarp Wake, of Sheffield, among other 
fruits of a long professional experience, had acquired a rooted 
distrust of the capacity of Parliament to express its meaning 
clearly. Some of our readers may remember a paper which he 
read at the York provincial meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society, in which he suggested the creation of a Minister of 
Justice, part of whose business was to be to take especial care 
“that all new laws were enacted by clear expressions, of full 
meaning, in good grammar.” It — from the account in 
the Daily Zelegraph of one of the codicils to his will, that Mr. 
Wake had determined that, on the subject of the liability of the 
trustees of his will, he would be his own legislator; and he 
accordingly provided as follows :— 


‘‘Supplementing and extending, but in no way curtailing the indemni- 
ties which the law, now at the time I sign this codicil, grants, or which 
the law for the time being shall grant to trustees, I declare that my 
trustees shall be entitled to every indemnity which would result from the 
following conclusions of mine being by Act of Parliament enacted as laws 
with regard to trustees: (1) A trustee is a ‘person’ within the meanin, 
of section 56 of ‘The Conveyancing and Law of Pro: Act, 1881.’ (2 
The indemnity and reimbursement clause contained in section 31 of 22 & 
23 Vict. c. 35, intituled ‘An Act to Amend the Law of Property and to 
Relieve Trustees,’ declares what was previously and is still good law, and 
inter alia frees a trustee from liability whenever he has, in the ordinary 
course of business and in good faith, intrusted money to a solicitor for 
—— of any business, especially any sale, purchase, or mortgage. 
(3) It is part of the duty of solicitors to receive and pay money when- 
ever such receipt or payment occurs in the ordinary course of any matter 
of business re dora to them, especially any sale, purchase, mortgage, 


mortgaged, but every trustee, when money on mi 
exercise care and caution to avoid tive properties. 
gratuitous trustee (by which expression I mean a trustee who is not 

for his services as such trustee, and receipt of a legacy or profi 
remuneration, and not ny epee 2 declared to be intended in am for 
trustee services, shall not be regarded as ae seen is to be regarded 
as a gratuitous bailee, notwithstanding any ions or dicta him 
responsible for the frauds or errors of agents appointed with due caution. 
(6) On selling property any trustee may use such conditions of sale as he 
would if the property were his own, and especially the printed conditions 
of sale issued by any I: Law Society. (7) A trustee is bound 
to conduct the business of his trust in the same way in which an ordinary 
prudent man of business conducts his own business and has no further 
obligation, and he may employ agents in cases in which they are employed 
in the ordinary course of business.’’ 








THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL IN BANKRUPTCY ON 
SOME SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS OF THE LAW. 


I. 


In the Report of the Inspector-General in Bankruptcy, which 
constitutes Annex No. 1 to the Eighth Annual Report of the 
Board of Trade upon the Working of the Bankruptcy Act, 
to which we have previously briefly alluded (ante, p. 690), 
several subjects are dealt with, apparently by way of suggest- 
ing future legislation yeas | them, which are worthy of very 
careful consideration. e subjects to which we refer are (1) 
bills of sale, (2) hire-purchase agreements, (3) fraudulent prefer- 
ences, and (4) deeds of arrangement ; and we pro to discuss 
the suggestions of the Inspector-General with a view to assist in 
the elucidation of these questions. 

First, then, with to bills of sale. To these, and the 
facilities which they afford to debtors to denude themselyes of 
their property on the eve of bankruptcy, the Inspector-General 
attributes, in a great measure, the fact of the increase in the 
number of cases without assets and of the general diminution of 
assets in the smaller cases, but he admits i is difficult » 
suggest a remedy without calling in question the expediency o 
the Sallie poor established by the Bills of Sale Rots.” He 
then proceeds: ‘“ Apart from their effect on the general interests 
of creditors, it is universally admitted that the state of the law 
with regard to these transactions is unsatisfactory owing to the 
great uncertainty which prevails.as to its meaning and applica- 
tion ; and it has been proposed by high authorities to amend it 
with a view of removing these anomalies. Before doing so it 
might be well to consider in whose interests it is desirable that 
the law should be amended. If it can be shewn that bills of 
sale are chiefly used for the p of defrauding creditors, or 
that they chiefly result in this without any real benefit to 
borrowers, then any alteration of the law which would merely 
remove the uncertainties at present prevailing in regard to them 
would probably only aggravate the evil. And it might, there- 
fore, be well to consider in the first instance whether bills of 
sale afford any real benefit to the community at large, or whether 
such benefits as they do afford are not largely outweighed by 
their attendant evils.” As the result of inquiries made by him 
from the official receivers of several of the princi provincial 
towns he finds that only in very rare instances do debtors giving 
bills of sale derive any real benefit from them, and that im the 
great majority of cases bills of sale are given to professional 
money lenders at rates of interest amounting to sixty per cent. 

r annum; and he quotes from Mr. Insert, the Assistant Par- 
iamentary Counsel to the Treasury, the statement that “in 
Scotland, as in France and Germany, bills of sale are not 
recognized as valid securities, because by the law of those 
countries the property in movables does not pass without de- 
livery.” ‘e " 

It is probable that the experience of most practitioners will, to 
a considerable extent, confirm the Inspector-General’s statement 
as to the persons to whom bills of sale are chiefly given ; never- 
theless the expediency of rendering invalid all bills of sale may 
well be considered as to much doubt. Notwithstanding 
the odium cast upon the Bills of Sale Acts owing to the careless 
drafting and Beye gen te sip of their Lage ope 
be admitt under their - many 0 
. by gmony been remedied or 





or action. (4) There is no hard and fast rule as to the proportion which 


money advanced on mortgage should bear to the value of the property 


formerly connected with bills of 
minimized hy the provisions enacted by those Acts. For 
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instance, it is not now practicable for a trader to give a bill of 
sale over his stock-in-trade, which formerly could be and was 
often done. But it does not follow that it would be wise to 
extend this impracticability to all chattels which a person may 
be possessed of. Naturally enough the Inspector-General leans 
to every suggestion which will have the effect of increasing the 
assets of a bankrupt’s estate, but the Legislature ought to take 
a more comprehensive view of the subject; and we are not con- 
vinced that it would be wise to prevent a person from raising 
money for a temporary purpose on chattels outside of what he 
requires for the purpose of carrying on his business. Even if 
such a prohibition were enacted by law, it is not suggested that 
he should be prevented from doing so when he parts with pos- 
session of the property, and we apprehend that the evils of the 
present system, such as they are, would not be so materially 
remedied by the suggestion as the Inspector-General anticipates, 
but that the mode of procedure only would be affected. How- 
ever, the subject is one to which the Inspector-General has done 
well to call attention, and a full discussion of it cannot fail to be 
of considerable benefit to the public at large. 

As incidental to bills of sale the Inspector-General calls atten- 
tion to the judgment of the House of Lords in TZuilby v. 
The Official Recewer (37 W. R. 518, 13 App. Cas. 523), in 
which it was held (reversing the Court of Appeal) “that book 
debts which are not in existence at the date of the assignment, 
and which do not come into existence for many years afterwards, 
can yet be effectually assigned in advance.” On this point we 
certainly agree that the law might advantageously be amended 
so as to assimilate the power to deal with book debts to that 
enacted by the Bills of Sale Act, 1882, with regard to chattels so 
as to prevent the assignment of book debts not in existence at 
the time, but we cannot go further and agree that it would be 
wise to prevent a person from assigning debts actually in exist- 
ence, as the Inspector-General appears to suggest. To do so, in 
our opinion, would be to establish a totally uncalled for restric- 
tion, which would be more likely to result in unnecessary hard- 
ship than in any general benefit. 

The next point in the Inspector-General’s report to which we 
call attention is the question of hire-purchase agreements. 
The extension of this system is, in the eyes of the Inspector- 
General, “another fertile cause of the smallness of bankrupt’s 
estates in the case of non-traders,’”’ and he states that the 
system “‘has become, to a large extent, a means of borrowing 
money adopted by debtors in a state of insolvency,” and that 
‘the evil is aggravated by the fact that the transaction does not 
even require to be registered as a bill of sale, so that it is 
—— for a debtor’s creditors to know anything about it, 
and they are, therefore, induced to give him credit on the 
reputation for the possession of property which he is thus able 
to assume.” The opinion of the official receiver at Manchester 
is given by the Inspector-General, to the effect that the 
“system is most prejudicial to the community,” that it ‘“en- 
courages improvident marriages and reckless trading. The 
Bills of Sale Act is laughed at. A debtor sells his furniture 
and hires it back. A ——— for endless fraud is opened. A 
man gets behindhand in his payments after he has paid three- 
fourths of his instalments, and the unscrupulous hirer out seizes 
his goods. . . It would be a good thing to refuse to 
recognize these agreements as valid against a trustee in bank- 
ruptcy. To prevent fraud, everythirig in a debtor’s possession 
at date of the receiving order ought to belong to his creditors, 
aces intrusted to him for sale in the capacity of agent or 

roker. 


Considering the extent to which hire-purchase agreements 
are now adopted, it is a bold proposition to render them wholly 
invalid, and we fancy any proposal of the kind would not be 
allowed to pass without a strong protest on the part of the 
large number of persons whose trade, to a very great extent, is 
carried on under that system. The official receiver at Man- 
chester specifies sewing - machines, pianos, watches, and 
machinery as articles commonly dealt in under the hire-purchase 
system, but he omits to mention railway wagons, in which a 
very large and much more important trade is done under the 
same system. When we take transactions of this kind into 
consideration, it appears to us that to adopt tho suggestions of 
the Inspector-General and the official receiver at Manchester 














would be very like rushing in where angels, in the characters of 
ersons of more extensive experience, might “fear to tread,” 
or can we accept as indisputable all that these two 
officials have to urge against the system. Since the decision in 
Re Watson, Ex parte Official Receiver (38 W. R. 567, 25 
Q. B. D. 27) (since followed and extended in Madell v. Thomas & 
Co, 389 W. R. 280, [1891] 1 Q. B. 230, and Beckett v. 
Tower Assets Co., 39 W. R. 438, [1891] 1 Q. B. 638) 
we think it has become very difficult indeed, if possible at all, 
to utilize the hire-purchase system as a mere means of borrow- 
ing money upon chattels belonging to a debtor, and so evading 
the provisions of the Bills of Sale Acts, so that the suggestion 
of the official receiver at Manchester is somewhat of an 
anachronism. Then, with regard to his statement as to an 
unscrupulous hirer out taking advantage of a debtor being in 
arrear with his instalments to seize the goods, our experience 
leads us to believe that it very rarely happens that in such a 
case the hirer out would not be glad to let the debtor or 
his trustee in bankruptcy have the goods seized on payment 
of the balance under the hiring agreement. But even if he 
were not so willing, it would surely be sufficient to remedy this 
evil to provide that a debtor or his trustee should have the 
power to redeem the goods within a certain limited time on 
payment of such balance without at one swoop abolishing a 
system which has now become so firmly and largely established, 
and which, in our opinion, notwithstanding the opinions of the 
Inspector-General and official receiver at Manchester to the 
contrary, works advantageously on the whole. 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
Custody of Children Act, 1891 (54 Vict. c. 3). 


We referred last week to the provision of section 1 of the Act under 
which the High Court may refuse to issue a writ for the production 
of a child—.e., a writ of habeas corpus—in cases where the parent has 
abandoned or deserted the child, or has otherwise so conducted 
himself that the court ought to refusé to enforce his right to the 
custody of the child; and we pointed out that the court, under its 
jurisdiction on habeas corpus, can already refuse to assist a father in 
enforcing his legal rights where there is apprehension of cruelty or of 
corruption. Apparently the Legislature has intended to widen this 
discretion, and with the result, possibly, that the court will in future 
act upon the principles which guided the old Court of Chancery in 
the exercise of its jurisdiction over wards of court, though, so far a3 
relates to the actual misconduct of the father, these do not seem to 
carry the matter much further. It is a mistake to suppose that the 
court acted solely with a view to the welfare of the child, or that it 
looked otherwise with extreme jealousy on any attempt to 
interfere with the father’s legal rights. This is sufficiently shewn by 
the declaration of Knight-Bruce, V.C., in Re Fynn (2 De G. & Sin. 
457), that, before the jurisdiction of the court can be called into 
action, it ‘‘ must be satisfied, not only that it has the means of acting 
safely and efficiently, but also that the father has so conducted 

i f . . . as to render it not merely better for the children, 
but essential to their safety or their welfare, in some very serious and 
important respect, that his rights should be treated as lost or sus- 
pended, should be superseded or interfered with.” ‘‘ If,” continued 
the Vice-Chancellor, “the word ‘essential’ is too strong an 
expression, it is not much too strong.” And this statement of the 
ae upon which the court acted was quoted with approval by 

indersley, V.C., in Re Curtis (28 L. J. Ch. 458). Moreover, if we 
look at the cases where the Court of Chancery refused to enforce the 
rights of the father, we shall see that his conduct had been such as 
would have disqualified him from getting possession of the child by 
habeas corpus. Thus, in the famous case of Wellesley v. Duke of Beau- 
fort (2 Russ. 1) profligacy and adul on the part of the father were 
combined with an avowed intention of teaching his children to swear 
and to associate with the lowest classes in order to learn their habits. 
And in Warde v. Warde (2 Phil. 786) Lord Cottenham,‘., who fo!- 
lowed Wellesley v. Duke of Beaufort, made the father’s profligacy and 
adultery the reason for taking his children from him. In Whit/ield v. 
Hales (12 Ves. 492) there been cruelty on the of the father, 
for which he had been prosecuted and imprisoned. But the court 
will only interfere on this ground where the father treats his children 
with such a degree of harshness or violence or cruelty that he appears 
ieee were to have their management. In other words, the cruelty 
must be systematic and excessive, and it is not enough that the father 
in fits of passion has occasionally given way to acts of severity, or that in 
the course of the education and treatment of his children he has acted 
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in a manner which might a cruel in the eyes of third persons : 
Re Curtis (supra), Blake agl o Waliscourt (7 L. T. 545). So far, 
then, as concerns the jurisdiction of the Chancery Division, in succes- 
sion to the old Court of Chancery, to interfere with a father’s rights 
on the und of his actual misconduct, it does not seem to differ 
Reto Eo from the existing jurisdiction to refuse to allow him to get 
possession of his children by habeas corpus. But different considerations 
apply to the other grounds upon which the Court of Chancery acted, 
such as the immorality of the father’s opinions or his waiver of his 
rights. As to the former, the immorality may find expression in 
his life, as in Shelley v. Westbrooke (Jac. 266), and then the court has 
additional grounds for interference; and in any case the opinions 
must be immoral or opposed to the law of the land as distinguished 
from irreligious: Lyon v. Blenkin (Jac., at p. 260); Re Grimes (11 
Ir. Eq., at p. 470); Re Curtis (28 L. J. Ch., at p. 462). A waiver of 
parental rights is constituted where the father has allowed the child 
to be brought up by others under such circumstances that it would 

rejudicially affect the child’s interests for him to re-assert his claim to 
its custody: Lyon v. Blenkin or It does not appear that either 
of these grounds would have been recognized as a reason for refusing 
delivery of the child to the father on habeas corpus. 

Turning, then, to the words of section 1 of the Act, it appears that 
the power of the High Court to refuse a father’s application for a habeas 
corpus on the mere ground of abandonment or Tasdion. apart from 
on accompanying circumstances of cruelty, is new; but no little 

ifficulty is likely to arise on the words “‘ or that he has otherwise so 
conducted himself that the court should refuse to enforce his right to 
the custody of the child.”” We may remark in passing that these 
obviously imply that such right ought not to be enforced in cases of 
abandonment or desertion, and this is important with reference to sec- 
tion 3, but as to the test of misconduct under the general words nothing 
issaid. Of course the custody will be refused on the ground of cruelty 
and profligacy as heretofore, and, as we have pointed out, it seems to 
be a matter of no great importance whether the courts take as their 
guide the decisions in cases of habeas corpus or in cases of wards of 
court. But the latter may go somewhat farther ont the father, 
and, if so, there is no reason why the High Court should not follow 
them under the present Act. The sole question being whether the 
court is of opinion that the father’s right ought not to be enforced, 
the best ph in forming this opinion will be the mode in which the 
jurisdiction over wards of court has hitherto been exercised. 

A more difficult question is whether the provision must be restricted 
to actual misconduct on the part of the father, or whether it extends 
to the further grounds adverted to above, on which his rights have 
been interfered with in Chancery. In other words, will the High Court 
in matters of habeas corpus now be at liberty to follow the authorities 
as to the assertion of immoral opinions and as to waiver of parental 
rights? There seems to be no reason why it should not. These 
involve ‘‘ conduct”’ on the part of the mt, and conduct which has 
been held to disentitle him to enforce his rights. The generality of 
the words indeed, and the fact that everything is left to the opinion 
and discretion of the court, seem to make it both proper and natural 
to advert to the mode in which the Court of Chancery exercised the 
similar discretion which, acting on behalf of the sovereign as parens 
patric, it assumed to possess in matters affecting its omen Here the 
judges will find a pattern according to which they can safely exercise 
the unfettered jurisdiction vested in them by the Act, and the result 
of the provision will probably be to introduce into cases of habeas 
corpus, where the application is made by a parent, the equitable 
rules as to the custody of children which in Re Goldsworthy (2 Q. B. D. 
be were thought to have been already introduced by the Judicature 

cts. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
AUCTIONEER’S COMMISSION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Can any of your readers inform us whether an auctioneer 
who has entered into a contract to sell property is entitled to his 
commission where the contract is subsequently rescinded by the 
vendor in consequence of an objection to the title which he is unable 
to remove ? 

We are under the impression that in such a case the auctioneer 
cannot claim his commission, but are unable to find any authority on 
the point. VENDOR’s SOLICITORS. 


Kg rule seems to be that the auctioneer or land agent is entitled 
to his commission so soon as he has obtained a purchaser and the pur- 
chaser has entered into a binding contract with the vendor. It is 
immaterial that the bargain subsequently goes off owing to defect 
of title on the part of the vendor. The matter will be found dis- 
cussed and the cases referred to ante, p. 165, See Fisher v, Drewett 
(48 L, J, Ex. 32).—Ep, S.J.] 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re 3. @. DELL—16th September. 


Lunatic—Pauper Lunatic—Haseas Corpvs. 


This was an application ex parte that a writ of habeas corpus should issue 
to bring up a person who was detained as a lunatic in an institution for 
lunatics as a pauper lunatic. It was stated in support of the application 
that the lunatic had a sum of money carried to his credit under an order of 
the court, and that he was therefore improperly detained as a pauper 
lunatic. He was a lunatic not so found by inquisition and could retain a 
solicitor. The nearest relatives had declined to move in the matter, and 
therefore the present application had become necessary in the interests of 
the person detained as a lunatic. It appeared also from the evidence that 
the gentleman who stated that he was acting as his solicitor had applied 
for admission at the asylum, but had only been allowed by the head of the 
asylum to see the lunatic as an ordinary visitor, and when it was suggested 
to bring an independent medical man to see the lunatic the head of the 
asylum declined to give permission. There were two affidavits by the 
solicitor. 

Cotuiss, J., after ing the evidence, said that it was insufficient for a 
habeas corpus to issue, and that the application must be dismissed.— 
Counset, Clarke, Soxicrror, Alton. 


HAIGH v. WEST—16th September. 
InsuncTion—Common or Pasture—Grazine or CatrLe—Lorp or Manor. 
This was a motion for an injunction to restrain the defendant, his agents 
and servants, from keeping or pesnans suite or sheep or lambs on certain 
roads in the parish of Tetney, Lincolnshire. There was an Act of Parlia- 
ment in 1774 for dividing and inclosing the common and waste 
lands in Tetney. The plaintiff was the lord of the manor and owner of 
the soil in the roads, subject to the right of the public to use the same as 
highways, and the Act provided that no sheep or lambs should be kept in 
any of the highways after the division and allotments made under the 
powers of the Act. The vestry had let to the defendant the grass or 
turing for a year from April last. The letting was made by auagion. 
he plaintiff complained that the defendant was pasturing the cattle in 
contravention of the Act, and was damaging the plaintiff's hedges and 
fields by the sheep and cattle breaking through the hedges into the 
adjoining fields. The plaintiff said that the vestry had no power to grant 
the lease; on the other side it was stated that the vestry had for more 
than one hundred years let out the grazing by public auction, and that 
the lords of the manor had not made any objection, that there was a 
question upon the construction of the statute, and that the plaintiff was 
not in possession, and no had been done to his reversion. 
Cotiys, J., refused the motion, costs to be reserved until the trial.— 
Counszt, Ashton ; R. Younger. Soxtcrrors, Grange § Wintringham ; Ernest 
H. Wyles, for John Barker, Great Grimsby. 


SALMON v. CARTER—16th September. 


Insuncrion—I.ieGaL ComBrnaTion—Restraint oF Trap—E—CriminaL Pro 
CEEDINGS—INsguRY To TRaDE—Exciusive Deane. 


The plaintiffs in this case were oil and colour merchants, carrying on 
business in sixteen shops situated in various of London, and the 
defendants were the chairman and secretary of the Camden and Kentish 
Town Branch of the Early Closing Association and Traders’ Parliamentary 
Alliance. On the 7th of September the defendants wrote to the plaintiffs, 
sending a copy of a bill announcing a public meeting on the 16th of Sep- 
tember, asking the plaintiffs to reconsider their decision to reopen on 
Thursday evenings. A bill or was enclosed in the letter announc- 
ing a public meeting for the 16th of September, and stating that a resolu- 
tion would be submitted to the mee’ to the follo effect :—‘‘ That 
this meeting oa regrets the intention of Messrs. Joseph Salmon & 
Sons ’’ (the plaintiffs), ‘‘ oil and colour merchants, to discontinue the Thurs- 
day five o’clock closing until next spring It views this intention with 
alarm, as being calculated to bring ut a collapse of the movement in 
the oil, colour, and allied trades. This meeting, therefore, earn 
appeals to Messrs. Joseph Salmon & Sons to reconsider their decision 
to continue to close, with other oil and colour dealers, at five o’clock on 
Thursdays throughout the year. This meeting calls upon working men, 
their wives, trade unionists, and all advocates of shorter hours to support 
only those firms who support early closing.’’ The plaintiffs had closed 
their shops in the Camden and Kentish Town districts from the 5th of 
March to the 5th of September of the present at five o’clock on Thurs- 
day evenings, but they declined to so close pm during the winter 
months. ‘They said that the defendants’ letter the bill or poste: 
enclosed with it were intended as a threat to force them (the plaintiffs) to 
continue closing their shops upon Thursday evenings. further said 
that it was the intention of the defendants, if the plain refused to 
close their shops, to hold the public meeting referred to in the bill 
palling them to close thelr shope, and that ig of tho exeting om 

lling them to close ps, an m 
the publication of the bill or poster would pages be injury to their 
business, and that many of their customers would be induced to leave 
them for other shops, and that other would be hindered from 
dealing with them. The plaintiffs obtained an interim injunction 


over Wednesda ber 16th, restraining the defendants from issuing 
or publ the , or similar bill or poster, and from holding the 
public mee referred to ya the bill, and this was a motion to continue 
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the interim injunction until the trial of the action. There was no dispute 
as to the facts, and the question turned upon whether what was intended 
to be done was an unwarrantable interference with the plaintiffs’ trade 
which would be restrained by the court, there being ample jurisdiction in 
the court to prevent wrongful acts calculated to prejudicially affect rights 
of property such as the goodwill of a business. The Mogul Steamship Co. 
(Limited) v. McGregor (37 W. R. 286, 23 Q. B. D. 598) was cited in support 
of the application. For the defendants it was contended that the acts 
complained of, if wrong, ought to be the subject of criminal proceedings, 
and that there was no case where the court had granted an injunction to 
restrain an alleged criminal offence. The bill only amounted to a request 
to oe ae to deal with certain persons, and no injury was done to the 
plaintiffs, but if any injury had been done, it was in the nature of a 
criminal offence. 

Couuis, J., granted the injunction, and said that there had been a 
breach of the common law sufficient to give the court jurisdiction to 
interfere by way of injunction. Cases like the present turned upon 
wey of degree. In the present case the evidence was sufficient to 

w that what was being done would have the effect of injuring the 
plaintiffs’ trade. Costs would be costs in the action.—CovunseL, Eustace 
Smith ; H.C. Richards. Sottcrrors, Rodgers § Clarkson ; Munton & Morris. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Rosz, barrister, has been appointed a Metropolitan Police 
Magistrate, in succession to the late Mr. Partridge. Mr. Rose was called 
to the bar in 1868, and is a bencher of Gray’s-inn. He has been Recorder 


’ of Hanley and a revising barrister for Monmouthshire. 


Mr. W. E. Mmenovsz, barrister, has been appointed Revising Barrister 
for Monmouthshire, in succession to Mr. Rose. 


Dr. W. E. Gricsry, barrister, has been appointed by the Benchers of 
the Inner Temple Tutor in the Low of Real Property to the Students of 
the Inn for Michaelmas Term next. 


GENERAL. 


Lady Diana Huddleston has presented the Law Courts of Liverpool with 
a framed engraving of the late Baron Huddleston, to be placed in the 
senior judge’s private room. 

It is stated that Mr. Montagu Williams, Q.C., has been appointed by 
the Home Secretary to succeed the late Mr. Partridge at the Marylebone 
Police-court. 

The Daily Telegraph says that probate duty has been pald on 
£100,613 17s. 11d., as the net value (the gross value being £153,146 19s. 6d.) 
of the personal estate of Mr. Bernard Wake, late of Abbeyfield, Sheffield, 
solicitor, who died on the 30th of April last, aged seventy years. 


The Washington Law Reporter records the following luminous charge by 
a Minnesota judge :—‘‘ Gentlemen of the jury,—Murder is where a man 
is murderously killed. The killer in such a case is a murderer. Now 
murder by poison is just as much murder as murder with a gun, pistol, or 
knife. It is the simple act of murdering that constitutes murder in the 
eye of the law. Don’t let the idea cf murder and manslaughter confound 
you. Murder is one thing, manslaughter is quite another.” 


At the London Sessions on the 16th inst., says the Daily Telegraph, the 
Clerk of Arraigns directed the warders in charge of the prisoners awaiting 
trial to place a man in the dock whose name is, for obvious reasons, with- 
held. @ man was duly brought up, when the clerk asked the police- 
constable in charge of the case if all the witnesses were in attendance. 
‘* Oh, yes,’’ replied the officer ; ‘‘ all except the prison warder, who is to 
prove the previous convictions against the prisoner.”” The Accused: 

‘Well, my lord, this is unfair. Why, he’s actually telling the jury that 
I’m a convict before I’m tried.’”” Mr. Underhill (the deputy chairman) 
agreed that it was unfuir, and after conferring with the Clerk of Arraigns 
informed the accused man that he should be tried before a fresh jury in 
the second court.—Prisoner : ‘‘ I thank you, my Lord, you’reatoff. I call 
this justice. You know what it is to give a dog a bad name. You may as 
well him at once.” 


Last week, during the hearing of the charges at the West London Police 
Court, Mr. Curtis-Bennett mentioned, for the convenience of the solicitors 
and others attending the court, that he would not be in a position to hear any 
summonses that afternoon. He had just received a notification from Sir 
John Bridge, the chief magistrate, wishing for his attendance at Wands- 
worth Police Court, as Mr. Plowden, who should have presided there, had 
been seized with illness, and was unable to attend. This extremely un- 
satisfactory condition of things was due to the attempt to work the metro- 
politan police courts without a proper staff of magistrates. The magis- 
trates were physically unable to perform the duties required of them, and 
the public were put to great inconvenience. Under the present system 
prisoners were often tried before five or six different magistrates, a pro- 
ceeding which had been characterized as unjust to the accused persons by 
the Court of Queen’s Bench. The public suffered, and would continue to 
suffer, so long as this state of affairs was allowed to continue. Mr. John 
Haynes, solicitor, concurred with what had fallen from the magistrate, 
and said his colleagues on the bench had also taken opportunities of re- 
ferring to the matter. Mr. Curtis-Bennett was aware of that, and said 
the arrangements had been severely criticized by the Press. He added 








that there were seventy-six summonses down for hearing that afternoon, 
and four or five hundred people would no doubt be seriously inconvenienced 
by their adjournment. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Armstrone.—Sept. 10, at 6, Oxford and Cambridgc-mansions, the wife of E. A. Aim- 
strong, barrister-at-Jaw, of a daughter. E 

Morcan.—Sept. 11, at Danypare, Neath, the wife of R. P. Morgan, solicitor (Under- 
Sheriff of Glamorganshire), of a son. p es 

Sroxes.—-Sept. 15, at Upper Tooting, the wife of Philip Scott Stokes, barrister-at-law, of 


a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 

Gane—Ke.iey.—Sept. 15, at the parish church, Shepton Mallet, William Henry Gane, 
solicitor, of m, to Florence Amy, youngest daughter of Robert Kelley, of the 
Coombe, Bowlish, Somerset. 

Hamitron—Devacuerois.—Sept. 10 (by special licence), at St. Peter’s Parish Church, 
Edwin Hamilton, barrister, Dublin, to Helen, second daughter of D. Delacherois, Esq., 
D.L., Manor House, Donaghadee, county Down. 


DEATHS. 
Hawkiys.—Sept. 10, Charles Edward Hawkins, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, 
d 65: 


Mexeos,--tegt. 8, at 141, King-street, Great Yarmouth, Daniel Philip Meadows, solici- 


tor, aged 35. 

Powe.1.—Sept 15 (suddenly), John Joseph Powell, Q.C., Ju of the Lambeth and 
Greenwich County Courts, Recorder of Wolverhampton, and formerly M.P. for Glou- 
cester, aged 75. 

Warxewricut.—Sept 10, at 58, Avenue-road, Regent’s-park, Robert Arnold Wainewright, 
of 58, Avenue-road and 33, Lansdowne-place, Hove, and 64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, aged 
R4 


Witxrxson.—Sept 11, John Wilkinson, of 1, Cambridge-place, Regent’s-park, and 2, Ray- 
mond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, aged 61, 





WARNING TO INTENDING House Purcnasers & Lessers.— Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sanitary a’ ents thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, opposite Town Hall, Victoria-street, West- 
minster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &e.—[Apbvr. | 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fuipay, Sept. 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwirep in CHANCERY. 

Bueait State Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jonathan Davies, 
Portmadoc 

Mornineton Private Horet ayp Boarpixe House Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, 
on or before Oct 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Mr John Hatch, Albany bldgs, 173, Lord st, Southport. Parr & Co, 
Southport, solors for the liquidator 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwirep 1x CHANncErY. 

Barkine Jute Factory, Liarrep—Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to George Alex- 
ander Touch, Winchester House, Old Broad st. Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st, solors for 
liquidator 

aten Co, Luurrrp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 10, directed to be heard before 
the Vacation Judge, on Wednesday, Sept 23. Pollard, Coleman st, solor for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Sept 22 

Gem Giass Co, Lumrrp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 11, directed to bo heard on 

ednesday, Sept 23. Sismey & Sismey, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Sept 22 a Z 

Mippiewicn Sait anp ALKALI Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 15, 
directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge on Sept 23. Duffield & Bruty, Token- 
house yd, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 22 E 

Satt Reeat, Limite ditors are ired, on or before Oct 22, to send their names 

and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas William Read, 30, 


Castle st, Liverpool % 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY. 
SusPENDED ror THreEE Monrus. 
Ear or Witton Lovee, Joiners’ Arms Inn, Croft, Warrington, Lancashire. Sept 10 








CkreDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Sept. 8. 
ALLEN, Samvet, Isledon rd, Holloway, Builder. Oct 1. Osborn v. Mackrill, North, J. 
Hird, Gt Titchfield st : 
Simpson, Josepu, Stockton on Tees, General Merchant. Oct 12. Re Joseph Simpson, 
Registrar, Durham Archer, Stockton-on-Tees 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Sept. 15. : : 
Appisox, Joun, Romaldkirk, York, Gent. Oct 8. Hugginson v Addison, Registrar, 
Liverpool. Garnett, Liverpool 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or CLam. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Sept 11. 
ALpERSON, Grorce, Rodley, nr Leeds, Coal Merchant Oct14 Tunnicliffe, Bradford 
ees = ALEXANDER, Brighton, retired Tobacconist Nov2 Evershed & Shapland, 
Bicun Soum Petersfield, Hants, Butcher Nov8 Hyde, Portsmouth 


Beyuam, Frepenicx, Wigmore st, Cavendish sqr, Furnishing Ironmonger Oct 11 Lith- 
gow, Wimpole st, Cavendish sqr ‘ , 4 : 
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Bowyer, Enowarp, Warsill st, Battersea, Gent Oct20 Young, Newzate st 

Browye, Georce Ricuarp, Church ot. 1 -ypreamaed lane, Cheapside, Solicitor Oct 24 
Browne & Co, Church court, Old 

Burrertox, Rev. Gzorce Asi, Rhyl, DI D. ¢ Oct 31 Sisson & George, St Asaph and Rhyl 

Curisti£, IsaseLLa Exvizanersa, Harrogate Oct 31 Ware & Sons, York 

Cooper, Carnotine Teresa, Southsea Oct19 Hellard & Son, Portsmouth 

Craic, Mary Any, Rock st, Brighton Oct 26 J & H Gregory & Co, Liverpool 

Crossman, Hannan, Falkner st, Liverpool Oct 10 Steinforth, Liverpool 


Day, Epmunp Overman, Waterloo rd, Lambeth, Surgeon Oct 12 Routh & Co, Southamp- 


ton st, Bloomsbury 
Downes, Epw ARD, eeeent, Cumbld, Fellmonger Oct 23 Thompson, Whitehaven 


Evays, Evan, Liverpool, Estate Agent Oct 15 Lowndes & Co, Liverpool 
Fawssett, Joun, Baumber, Lincs, Clerk in Holy Orders Nov7 Dee, Horncastle 
Fawssett, Witui1Am, Horncastle, Lincs, Gent Nov7 Dee, Horncastle 

Fievp, Jouy, Ponder’s End, Gent Oct8 Wells, Paternoster row 


Foay, James, Fore st, Edmonton, Licensed Victualler Oct 31 Savery & Stevens, Bra- 
bant ct, Philpot lane 
GexsruorPe, Joun, South Normanton, Derby, Farmer Oct 31 Wilson & Son, Alfreton 


Guiepuitt, Jeremtan, Halifax, Surgeon Oct 21 Lawton, Halifax 
my 8 sons, Farnley Hall, nr Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer Oct 1 Fawcett & Co, 
Hemuerve, James Goprrey Lorcx, Throgmorton st, Esq Nov 2 Caprons & Co, Savile 


pl, Conduit st 
Hons, Eowarp Samvet, Sydenham Park rd, Esq., formerly Wharfinger Oct 6 Saffery 


& Co, Tooley st, Southwark 
Joumeg, pwr Arruur, Cable st, Seed Crusher Dec 1 Hunter & Davies, King 


Joxes, Huan, Rhewl Mostyn, Flints, Blacksmith Sept 30 Cope, Holywell 





Kamen, Beysamix, Helmsley, Yorks, retired Farmer Oct 11 H W & R Pearson, 


Kircnex, Wiii1am Tiney, High rd, Kilburn, Butcher Oct 9 Eley, New Broad st r 
Littte, Jouy Tuomas, Brompton villas, Edmonton, Esq. Oct 20 Young, Newgate st 

Hurroy, Wit.1aM, Barbon, Westmrid, Manure Agent Oct 24 Picard, Kirkby Lonsdale 
Morenovuse, Henry James, New Mill, nr Huddersfield, Surgeon Oct 9 Lawton, Halifax 
Paton, Coes Green, Manchester, Veterinary Surgeon Novi4 Diggles & Ogden, Man- 


oer a Mary, Elms rd, Clapham Common Oct 19 Thompson & Light, New inn, 
tran 


Parrcnarp, Epwarp, Gibson’s Hill, Norwood Oct 14 Pownall & Co, Staple inn 
Roserts, Ann Farr, Weybridge, Surrey Oct 5 Milne & Milne, Clement’s inn 

Smae, Ciara, Inverness terr, Bayswater Oct 20 Janson & Co, Finsbury cir 

Smiru, Sam, High st, Old Brentford, Licensed Victualler Oct 12 Thomsons & Co, Cornhill 
Smrrn, Witt1am Henry, Kirkby on Bain, Lines, Druggist Oct 11 Dee, Horncastle 
Sousier, Jouy, Kingston upon Hull, Gent Oct 10 T & A Priestman, Hull 

Srepuens, Josern, Brighton, Doctor of Medicine Oct 20 Evershed & Shapland, Brighton 
Genegnery. Joun Freperick, Birkenhead, Physician Oct 23 Lamb & Taylor, Birken- 


ead and Liverpool 
Swirt, Haynan Louisa, Bath Oct 20 Stone & Co, Bath 


Waker, Doveras, Barnstaple, retired Captin Navy Oct 26 Layton & Co, Budge row 

Wanrres, Horatio, Trafalgar rd, Camberwell Oct 6 Haynes & Claremont, Marlborough 
chmbrs, Pall Mall 

We1cu, Epwix, Lowestoft, Fish Merchant Oct 12 Johnson, Lowestoft 

Wurretock, Cuartorre Prosy, Parkstone, Dorset Oct12 Budge & Slade, Swanage 

Wixsox, Mary Ayn, Gateshead Oct 15 Joel & Parsons, Newcastle on Tyne 

















BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Sept. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apurtt, Jesse, Margate, Boarding House Keeper Canter- 
bury Pet Bept 7 Ord Sept 7 

Arxcey, Samuet BuaKxetey, Healey, Hef Yorks, Dry- 
salter Dewsbury Pet Sept9 Ord Se 

Armstrone, Epwiy Montacut, Gt Dover on Southwark, 
Solicitor High Court Pet SeptS Ord Sept 8 

Brackman, Avsert Jonny, Thornlaw rd, West Norwood, 
Coal Merchant High Court Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 7 

Boswortu, THomas Lows, and Joun Wansean Rossiys, 
Buxton, = ~ ry Provision Dealers Stockport Pet 
Aug 18 

Saas Rasaue EARSON, ary aan ur Leeds, Joiner 

ds PetSept9 Ord Sept 9 

Seas AD, ae Carmarthen Manure Agent Carmarthen 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

Burce, Jaues, Gainsborough, Draper Lincoln Pet Sept 
5 Ord Sept 9 

Crarke, Puitie Wricut, Hatton grdn, Jeweller High 
Court Pet Augi4 Ord Sept 7 

Ciaxtox, Wittiam Francis, Norwich, Baker 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

P 9 a York, Stonemason York Pet Sept 9 


Norwich 
Cree 


nia yl Caro.ine, Burwood pl, Norfolk crsnt, 
— Park, Widow High Court Pet Aug 14 Ord 
pt7 
Evans, Ricnarp, Gowerton, nr eer oer Pro- 
prietor Swansea Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 
Foster, Oke Stationer , Pet 


Sept7 Ord 
Gisyey & Co, Nottingham, Mi Bent sar aeanaries Not- 


tingham Pet Aug 29 Ord Se 
Guscort, Rosert, 8t Thomas the Rpoate 1 Devon, General 
Dealer Exeter Pet SeptsS Or 


Aston New rae Birmi: 

ham Pet Septs Ord 

‘old Harbour, = Dee, 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

osier Nantwich and 


Hackney, Rosert, 
Cabinet Maker ae 

a aa ath 
General Neng 

Homes, , dey Joni, Northwich, 

we PetSept5 Ord Sept 5 
Jounsoy, AtrreD DE Garures, Nightingale rd, Clapton, 
ver Edmonton Pet Sept7 Ord Se pt 7 

JoNEs, .<- <1 E.u!s, Yayshir, Glam, Contractor Ponty- 
pridd Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

Lion, Wives ER et EXANDER, and Henry 
Bethnal Green rd, Shoreditch, 
High Court Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 

Mipwoop, nes Heckmondwicke, Milliner Dewsbury 
Pet SeptS Ord Sept 8 

Mites, Coteene Wiuiam, 8t James’s 4; Club Proprietor 
High Court Pet June 26 Ord Sept 9 

Meenas, ae Dipton, a Grocer Neweastle on 


e t7 Ord Sept 
Moraay, F, iy 
Ord 


=—— Liox, 
ufacturers 


d row, Gent” High Court Pet May 4 


Prep, Cuatees Freperick Baaer, Oulton, ry a Boat 
Builder Gt Yarmouth Pet Septs8 Ord 


Putten, Rosert, yr heath, + Bui fier’s Clerk 
Che! () Pet Sept 5 0: Bept 5 
eens JouN Rican, Bolton, Fitter Bolton Pet 
‘ Sept 7 


Ry.tanp, Heyry Hawkeswortn, Jewry st, Crutched friars, 
Corn Factor High Court Pet ody Ord Sept 8 

Surrno, Wiii1aM, Leeds, General Leeds Pet Sept 
7 Ord Sept 7 


Pp 
Srorer, Tuomas, Leicester, Haberdasher Leicester Pet 
tS Ord Sept s 


Tomuinson, Joun, Barrow in pao Grocer Barrow in 


ess Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 
TuGwe.t, CuarLes Wititam, Stonecutter “ ingdon 
Ironmonger Court Pet Sept 4 7 


st, 
Wuran, na 9 Lincoln, Clothier Lincoln On 9 


bales py AntHony, Stroud, Glos, Ni 1 (ees 8 Travel- 


ler joucester Pet April 28 ‘Ord Sept 7 





Wootpriper, Purr Bor.ev, Fairlawn avenue, Chiswick, 
out of employment Brentford Pet Sept 7 Ord 


Sept 7 
Worrtn, Wittiam (jun), Leeds, Rope Dealer Leeds Pet 
Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Aug. 21. 

Croker, Ricnarv Francis, Hove, Sussex, hint Major 
in Militia Brighton Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avutt, JEssiz, ea te, Boarding house Keeper Sep 18 
at 3.30 Off Rec, 5, Castle st, Canterbury 

Beer, A. J., Canterbury, Brewer Sep 18 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
5, Castle st, Canterbury 

Buacksuaw, Epwarp (deceased), Gawsworth, nr Maccles- 
field, late Farmer 18 at 11 Off Ree, 23, King 
Edward st, Macclesfiel 

Breacey, Ricwa Evans, Ilkeston, Grocer Sep 18 at 2.30 
Off Rec. St Jan ames’ chmbrs, owed 

Broan, Ween Carmarthen, am od . ne Sep 18 at 

ff Rec, it Vor bean  Chemnanth 


Cooper, » Taoxas, York tonemason Sep 21 at 11.30 Off 
Yor! 

Brookes, Wituram Isaac, Oxford, Painter Sep 18 at 11.30 
1, St Aldate’s, Oxfo: rd 

Francis, Sipvey Marx, Bournemouth, Corn Merchant 
Sep 18 at 2.15 Off Rec, isbury 

GoLpMAN, Harry, Manchester, * Glass Merchant Sep 18 at 3 

’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

GoTLirrEe = sg and Cuaries Ernraim Lesser, facut, 
Manches' 5 eae Sept 21 at 3 
Ogden’s Pane Bridge st, Mancheste: 

Guscort, Rosert, St. Thomas the Apostle, Devon, General 
_— Sept 22 at 12 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, 


Harrison, Toomas Henry, Crewkerne, ae, Hotel 
wg Bagg (Faia sony Off Ree, 

Mouwten i Aset, Colwyn Ba: ‘git Denbighshire, Curler Sept 18 
at 2.45 Junction Hotel, Llandudno Junction 

J — Re Charles st, Hatton gdn, Pork Butcher 

23at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

ent, GusTAv. Bartholomew a Manufacturer Sept 
22at1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 

Lewis, Epwix pote Calthorpe st, Gray’s inn road, 
Doctor “3 Medicine Sept 18 at 11 33, Carey st, 


er, Carmarthenshire, 


L = Ff. dydur, 
EWIS, JOHN, on 
Farm er » 1l, Quay st, Car- 


‘armer Sept 18 at 12 ’ Off 

marthen 

Macrenersoy, Marruew Rocer Fixtayson, Manchester, 
Auctioneer BA Sh at 2.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, 
Bridge st, 

Manvuta, JEAN Sarrers,& Sox, late Knightrider st Sept 
19 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Menpetson, M. M., Tate Aldersgate street, Dealer i in Fancy 
Goods Sept 19 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Moon, Herserr, Caretaker of a Hospital Sept 18 
at12 Off Rec, St. James’s chmbrs, Derby _ 

Mortmer, “See Wakefield, Cocoa Manu- 
facturer Sept 18 at 1.30 Off Rec, Bond terrace, 


Wakefield 
Pace, Louis Atsert, Leicester, Butcher Sept 21 at 12 
Off , 34, Friar lane, Lei 
Putter, WILLIAM, Folkestone, Printer Sept 25at10 Off 
5, Castle st, Canterbury 
RicHARDsON, JoHN onan, ie Bolton, Fitter Sept 19 at 11 
Off Bolton 


Roserts, 1LL1AM, Portmadoc, Carnarvonshire, Tea 

Dealer Sept 22 at 12 of Rec, Crypt chambers, 

Rocuester, Georar, Reading, Commission Agent Sept 21 
at 12 Queen's Hotel, ¥ 

Director to a 

Bent 1 at 11 Roobrester bldgs, 


st, 
Piccadilly, Financial Agent Sept 23 at 1 
ag Bo 


Sotomon, Lewis, Can 
Public Com; 


Tassixz, 
33, 








Tucwe.t, Cuartes Wiittam, Stonecutter st, Farringdon 
st, Ironmonger Sept 22 at 11 33, Carey ’ st, Lincoln’s 
inn 


Wuate, Cuartes Frepert x, Southwark st, Wholesale 
Ironmonger Sept 23 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portu- 
gal st, Lincoln’s inn 

Wittiams, AyTuonxy, Stroud, Glos, Nurseryman’s Traveller 
Sept 19 at 3 of Ree, 15, King st, Gloucester 

st, Westminste 


Witsoy, Epwarp, Victoria . r Sept 22 at 12 
33, Carey st, Lit ’s inn 

Woopringe, Wits Gerore worth, Wilts, 
Saddler Sept 18 at 12 Of Ree, 32 igh a, Svajndon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Ann. Geratp, Fulham rd, Esq HighCourt Pet July 17 
7 


Avbutt, J — House Keeper Canter- 


Margate, Boarding 
bury Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 
ArmstronG, Eowix Moytacur, Gt oe st, Southwark, 
Solicit Court Pet Ord Sept 8 
Briacxman, AtBert Jonny, Thi > rd, West ee Meenas, 
t Court Pet Sept 3 
Brower, Wiit1am, Upper Easton, St George, Py 
Bri Pet Aug 24 Ord 
——-,, ne See ure Agent Carmarthen 
7 
ory, a S Gainsborough, Draper Lincoln Pet Sept 
Chien. Guanes Wicuram, York, Joiner York Pet Aug 
28 pt4 
Craxrox, Wituiam Francis, Norwich, Baker Norwich 
Pet 8 Ord 8 
Coorz Stonemason York Pet Sept 9 
eS Ricuarp Francis, Hove, Sussex, retired Major in 
ton Pet July 31_ Ord Sept 1 
Seemal uns, AS Aurrep, and Bricut a - varreecued 
‘and Crewe Pet A Ord Sept 8 
Geant —- ae Fasen, Bot ‘acturer Aylesbury 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Sept 8 
Guscort, , bd st Bet Bout ae aeeat Devon, Genéral 
Dealer Exeter 


Hackney, Rosert, —— New Toon, Birmingham 
Cabinet Maker Birmingham Pet Sept 8 Ord 


t 9 
a ante, Twyning, Glos, Labourer Cheltenham 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 : 
Howueworts, WitiiamM, we by Dale, Derbyshire, 
Pet Aug1 Ord 
thwich, Hosier Nantwich and 


Homas, Yo 


Homes, Jesse Jounx, North 
Crewe Pet Sept 


5 Ord Sept 5 
Jounsoy, ALFRED DE GARLIE Mightinene le rd, Clapton, 
ver onton Ord Sept 7 
JONES, ry Florence st, ‘ian High Court 
Pet Aug5 Ord 9 
Lewis, Epwin Avaric, yer ‘st, Gray’s Pa! rd, Boston 
of Medicine et Rade 8 
poet Thames soot Dose “High 


Matourt “Pet July 23 Bept 8 

Mircue.t, Son. thee mon Builder Greenwich Pet 
July 6 Ord Aug 31 

Mircueson, Jouy, Di Durham, Grocer Newcastle on 

Tyne Pet Sept 7 Sept 7 
REDERICK Bacar, Oulton, Suffolk, Boat- 
Yarmouth Pet Sept7 8 

Ricnarpsox, Joun Ricwarp, Bol i ton Pet 
7 Sept 7 

ey oa Resting, Commission Agent Reading 

core, een Leeds, General Dealer Leeds Pet Sept7 

7 

monet, Leicester, Haberdasher Leicester Pet 
8 

Tuomas, oy Draper Swansea Pet Aug 6 

TomLINsoN, , Furness, Grocer Barrow in 


Wuea Ont Sent gay Guanes, Linoony Clothier Lincoln Pet Sept 9 


'yne 
Peep, Cuar.es 
builder 


Srorer, 





ta axe 


CRS a Mahi enti 





Prmarsret ison, hears cet 
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We Wi the Dealer Leeds 
ST 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Biscuorswerver, Manuzim, Stonehouse, 
Stonehouse Pet et Sept 12” Ord Bept la 
Burt, Joun, Stokes Croft, Bristol, Master Tailor Bristol 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 
Coitman, Ricnarp ag by ney 1 “Ona Sept 10" Bucks, 
Sept 10 0 
eat ee Le Joun, Bristol, Tailor Bristol Pet Sept 
Comes by axes, Lancaster, Smith Preston Pet Sept 10 
ae ~ Ricuarp, Torquay, Gent Exeter Pet Sept 11 
Simmee, Caneeas, Green st, Bethnal bys Boot Manu- 
facturer Court Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 10 
Gorpon, James, Northampton, Shoe —— North- 
ampton Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 11 
Grooms, gree Mason, _ Wine Merchant Chester 
Pet Aug Ord 
Hawkins, neWinsia, icester, a Case Maker 
Leicester Pet Sept 10 Ord hag: 4 
Hoapr, a a, Hertford, Butcher Hertford Pet 


Ilotpsworts, ‘heer C, Cannon st, — Merchant 
Court Pet Aug 10 Ord Sept 11 
Hour, Atrrep Hersent, oe, Wilts, Hotel Manager 
Bath Pet 12 Ord 12 
Jerrerys & Co, sone tt Alderat st High Court Pet 





er Saran Barsara, Rumsam, Barnstaple, re- 
tired Licensed Victualler Barnstaple Pet Aug 15 


Ord 5 
Martrx, Saran, egg Senate, Cardiff, Grocer 
Cardiff Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 


Pirwoop, Frank wed gy oe St Mary, Devon, 
Buil uilder East Ston £10 Ord Sept 10 
Pratt, A + Ay some sar, Wire Worker High Court 

Pet July Ord Sept 12 
Response, eile JosEPH, Worcester, Plumber Worcester 


Russe1t, B, Colleridge rd, Coneeh End, Gent High 
Pet Aug 6 Pe eas 
Ryper, yg kyo late Manchester Pet 


SantaLt, Frepericx, Peterborough, com Merchant Peter- 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 1 

Saver, James WILiam, Bhotesam, Norfolk, Publican 
Norwich Pet 10 Ord Sept 1 

Suentox, WILLIAM SNELSON, Leoester, Tallow Chandler 
Leicester Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 1 


Situ, Reoinatp Epear, Sevenoaks, Kent, , Soot 
Tunt Wells Pet Ord Sept 1 

Spoars, Ricnarp, Gateshead, ith Wouoaitle on Tyne 
Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Tuompson, Ropert Hexey, Sinclair rd, West Heningten, 
Tutor Court Pet July 24 Ord Sept 10 

bias By ee ey Walbrook, Builder High Court 

pec a, New Cross, Gent High Court 

Wicram, yg ond R, Seatth st, Chelsea, - no occupation 

Court Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 10 

Weesseus, o_o — rd, China Dealer High Court 

Yeates, Groroe, San i I W, Tailor Newport and 
Ryde Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 os 


ORDER RESCINDING prom VING ORDER AND 
DISMISSING PETITION 


Piatt, Rosert Juxxs Sty Edith gro grove, Fulham rd, 
Gent High Court Fe oa 2 Ord Aug 12 Dis of 
2 





Wappen 5 L 


and Rese of Rec Ord 


Cc. Captain A : H, Dover eee a 
ALLAND, ver si High Court 
Ord May's. Rese Sept 1 ra ee 
AL 8 B Heal: Seatl 
NLEY, Samuet BiakeEtey, ey, tley, Yorks, - 
salter at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Armstrone, Epwin « Moxracve, Gt Dover st Southwark, 
Solicitor 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
AvcK: arg Tuomas, Northampton, & Solicitor’s — Sept 
23 at 1 County Court Northampto 
4 *- ae ay. oe =, wae an LIAM  Ronarxs 
11.30 


Hex, County os Ghaben Market 1. “Btoc 

Buses, 8 Sreruzn Pearsoy, Halton, eat » ae ie Tees, 
foiner Sept 23 at11 Off Rec, 22, Park 

Boros, JAMES, , Draper Sept. + 7 12.30 


Ree, 31, Silver Lincoln 

—- Epwarp. ° epee Ca Cattle Salesman Sept 23 
i Off Rec, Piok lane lane, Newcastle on 

uakron, Wins Faaxcis, Norwich, Baker Sept 26 at 

1, Tailor Sept 30 at 12.30 

st, Bristol 

Dames, Ricuarp, pies 0 Gent Sept 24 at 10 Off Ree, 


De tage Wirnetycs Maria, outh, 
Lavery Stable Kooper Sept 23 at 11 10, Athenee 


Fear, Epward Jonny Coistox, Loughborough mansions, 
Brixton, ournalist Sept’ 25 at 12. 33, Carey st 


8 
Feary, Joux, Crewe, Contractor Sept 25 at 11 Royal 


Hammacort, Jouy, jun, Cold Harbour, Uffculme, Devon 
"Dealer Sept 22 at 12 Oif Rec, 13, Bedford 


ELLE, 7.5. Jouy, 
Bank chmbr: 


try 
t » Hampstead heath, Bill 
Mat il 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Hotmes, Jesse Joun, Northwich, Hosier Sept 25 at 11.30 
Royal Hotel, Crewe 


Ixwoop, ALEXANDER Marrock, London rd, Southwark, 
Cheesemonger Sept 24 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


inn 

Jounson, AtrreD pe Gariizs, Nighingale rd, Clapton, 
Engraver Sept 23at3 Off Rec, 95, Temple oe 
Temple avenue 

Kiuser, Artuur, Waterlooville, Hants, Grocer Sept 24 at 
8 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, Se Ee inl Coe. 

Luck, Rosert Lixineton, Portsmo' 
tumier Sept 24 at 4 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, 
High st, Portsmouth 

Martm, E.izasets, Bristol, Milliner Sept 30at 12 Off 
Rec, chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Mercatre, CHRISTOPHER, Loftus in Cleveland, Yorks, 
Licensed Victualler Sept 23 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert 
rd, ~~ 

Mircne.t, Grorce, Brymbo, nr Wrexham, Denbighshire, 
Collier Sept 29 at 11.30 ’Priory, Wrexham 

Patmer, Epwarp James Brecxnock, Caledonian rd, Com- 
— Traveller Sept 23 at1 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 


Pauan, Henry James, Bath, Wine Merchant } Get 23 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bri 

Peep, CHARLES FREDERICK Baaer, Oulton, Suffolk, Boat 
Builder Sept 26 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Porter, Joseru Georce, Redwald rd, Lower Clapton, Car- 
man Sept 23at11 33, Carey st, *Lincoln’s inn 

Snorten, Jonny Hawkins, Bri hton, Commercial Traveller 
Sept 22at12 Off Ree, 4, vilion bidgs, Brighton 

Srorer, a I Hab Sept 22 at 12 

x Middiesbo h, Beerh K 

Tow SEND,” OHN esboroug] ouse Keeper 
Sept 23 at 3 Off Ree Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Warers, Wemmeat Wit LIAM, South ort, Bookseller fept 
24at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wuear, CHARLES, Lincoln, Clothier Sept 23at 1 Off Rec, 
31, Silver st, coln 

Witiians, Iran, Hill st, Berkeley sq Sept 24 at 1 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Burrerrietp, WittiAM Henry, Lowestoft, Cooper Gt 
Yarmouth Pet July 18 Ord Sept 10 

Curistiz, W. F., late of Cheltenham, “ no occupation 
High Court Pet May 12 Ord Sept 10 

Cuarke, Priir Wricut, Hatton Garden, Jeweller High 
Court Pet Aug 14 ord Sept 11 

Crooxatn, James, Lancaster, Smith Preston Pet Sept 10 
Ord Sept 10 

Dames, Ricnarp, Torquay, Gent Exeter Pet Sept 10 
Ord Sept 11 

Exsam, Ricuarp Tuomas, Kingston on Thames, Architect 
Kingston, Surrey Pet P Beil Ord Sept 10 

Fiemine, Cuarves, Green st thnal Green, Boot Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 11 

Fraxcis, Sioxey Marx, Bournemouth, Corn Merchant 
Povle Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept il 

Caneee James, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer Nor- 

thampton Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 11 








Harrison, WILLIAM JAMES, Lesniaston big Sack Mer- | 


chant Warwick Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 9 

Hitt, Grorce, Parliament rd, we Heath, 
Bill Negotiator High Court Pet Aug 6 

Hott, Atrrep Hersert, Bradford, , ae Hotel Manager 

th Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

Jones, WILLIAM a ’ Ord Sept 10 Glam, Contractor Ponty- 
pridd Pet Se 

KELty, Bade  M.-. in ‘ia Furness, Painter Barrow 
in Furness Pet Sept10 Ord 

Lerevre, Ferpinanp, Aldersgate st, eather Manufacturer 
High Court Pet July 22 Ord 


Maartix, pense, Looe erm, ie, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet Sept 7 7 Ord Se 

Pearce, Puruir, Nort! +a rd, Church rd, Willesden, 
Builder High Court Pet ‘Aug 6 Ord Sept 10 


Pirwoop, ae Towet, Plymtpon Si 
uilder East Stonehouse Pet Sept9 Ord Sept 1 


Puen, Mary, Worcester, Widow Worcester Pet _ Bod 21 


Pet Sept 5 
Pouiax Lal Chadwell Heath, Easex, Builder's Clerk 
Che imsford ‘Pet Pet Sept Oxd Sept 10 








Ord Sept 12 | 


it Mary, a | 


Reppine, Samvev Joseru, wont, Plumber Worcestr 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

Saver, James Witiiam, Shotesham, Norfolk, Publican 
Norwich Pet Septg Ord Sept oh, 

SANTALL, ose Peterboro' on Merchant 
Peterborough Pet Sept 11 Ord Be 

TuGwett, ne Witiam, Stonecu’ 

, Ironmonger High Court Pet oe & RTL 
Wano, Rates C rm 5 York, Sdner ork Pet Aug 28 


Warrcoms, Epwarp Taomas, Ma Timekeeper Wal- 
sall Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 10 

Woo.prince, Purr Borteay, Fairlawn avenue, Chiswick, 
out ° employment Brentford Pet Sept 7 Ord 


Youna, J, Central panes & Market, Salesman High Court 
Pet Aug 1 Ord Sept 11 





REVERSIONS, ANNUITIES, LIFE 
INTERESTS, LIFE POLICIES, &c. 


MESSES. H. E. FOSTER & ORAN- 
and Reversion Valuers and ae a mould 





HAN CRRY-LANE—To be Let on ground 

floor, a Set of two or three light front Offices ; 

also a pair of Rooms in noble premises ; electric light ; hall- 

porter yom me moderate e rentals. at to Houss- 

KEEPER, an . ; , 63, 
1, on Chancery-lane ; or to Cookman, 63 





TNOOLN'S-t INN-FIELDS.—Offices to be 

Let.—A suite of three cr five handsome rooms, con- 

taining large bay windows, overlooking the beautiful 

gardens; just vacated through retirement; southerly 

ni hal porter in uniform ; moderate inclusive rent.-— 

Apply, Steun. Dowsett & Co., 3, jeeeed s-inn-fields, or 
t Cookman, 63, Chancery-lane 





OOKS BOUGHT.—To Brsontors, & Solici- 
tors, &c—HENRY SOTHERAN CO., 136, 
Strand, and 37, ay a PURCHASE ribRA Rips a 
smaller collections of in town or coun 
utmost value in cash; also value for PROBA’ ES a 
perienced valuers promptly sent. Removals without trouble 
or expense to sellers. Established 1816. Telegraphic 
Address, Bookmen, London. Code in use, Unicode. 


- -:EDE AND SON, 


ROBE fe MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancell 
fra y: lor, the Whole of the 


of London, &e. 
ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 











- PROBATE VALUATIONS 


JEWELS AND waste PLATE, &c. 





SPINK & SON, Gotpsmrrus AND Stivensmirns, 1 anv 2, GRACECHURCH-sTREET, CorNuILL, 


Lonpon, E.C., beg respec 


y to announce that they accuRATELY APPRAISE the above for the 


LEGAL PRoresston or puRcHASE the same for cash if desired. Established 1772. 
Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis of Battenberg, K.C.B. 





NATIONAL REVERSIONARY INVESTMENT COMPANY 
(Instituted 1837). 


For the Parchase of Absolute or Contingent Reversions, Life Tateresta, and 
Policies of Assurance on Lives. 


Orrice—63, OLD BROAD STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





DIRECTORS 


Chairman—A. P. HEYWOOD LONSDALE, Esq. 
Bias, Epwarp F., Esq. 

Ponsonsy, The Hon. E. C. W. 
ScADDING, Wa rer, Esq. 


Solicitors—Messrs. ILIFFE, 


Deputy-Chairman—AUG. W. GADESDEN, Esq. 


Trew, Percy, 


TRorre +» Esq. 
Wiper, Ernest J., Esq. 
, & SWEET, Bedford-row. 





Forms for submitting Proposals for Sale may be obtained at the Offices of the Company. 





G. A. RENDALL, Szcuerary. 
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